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ready for use or sale, or initially used in manu-
facture or service. Net proceeds are defined
as how much of the gross proceeds remain
after deducting the costs of mine develop-
ment; mineral extraction; transporting minerals
for smelting or similar processing; mineral
processing; marketing and delivery to cus-
tomers; maintenance and repairs of machinery
and facilities; depreciation; insurance on mine
facilities and equipment; insurance for employ-
ees; and royalties and taxes.

Based on Nevada Model

This method of calculating fees is similar to
that used by the State of Nevada, which col-
lects similar production-based fees from mines
in that state. However, the fees in my bill are
more moderate than those set by the Nevada
law in one important respect—Nevada im-
poses its maximum fee rate on all mines with
net proceeds of $5 million or more, regardless
of the ratio between those net proceeds and
the gross proceeds. My bill does not do that—
instead, all of its fees are based on the ratio.
In other words, under my bill a mine with earn-
ings (i.e., net proceeds) of more than $5 mil-
lion per year still might pay the minimum fee
if those earnings were less than 10% of the
gross proceeds.

Estimated Proceeds from Fees and Use of
Fund

There are not sufficient data available to say
exactly how much money would go into the
new reclamation fund each year under my bill.
However, the United States Geological Survey
does have information about the number of
operating copper and gold mines and the
State of Nevada has data about the money
raised by their similar fee system. By extrapo-
lating from those data, it is possible to esti-
mate that the fees provided for in my bill
would generate about $40 million annually for
the Abandoned Minerals Mine Reclamation
Fund.

Funds in the new reclamation fund would be
available for appropriation for grants to States
to complete inventories of abandoned
hardrock mine sites, as mentioned above. A
state with sites covered by the bill could re-
ceive a grant of up to $2 million annually for
this purpose. In addition, and again subject to
appropriation, money from the new reclama-
tion fund would be available for cleanup work
at eligible sites.

To be eligible, a site would have to be with-
in a state subject to operation of the general
mining laws that has completed its statewide
inventory. Within those states, eligible sites
would be those—(1) where former hardrock-
mining activities had permanently ceased as
of the date of the bill's enactment; (2) that are
not on the National Priorities List under the
Superfund law; (3) for which there are no
identifiable owners or operators; and (4) that
lack sufficient minerals to make further mining,
remining, or reprocessing of minerals eco-
nomically feasible. Sites designated for reme-
dial action under the Uranium Mill Tailings Ra-
diation Control Act of 1978 or subject to
planned or ongoing response or natural re-
source damage action under the Superfund
law would not be eligible for cleanup funding
from the new reclamation fund.

The Interior Department could use money
appropriated from the fund to do cleanup work
itself or could authorize use of the money for
cleanup work by a holder of one of the new
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“good Samaritan” permits provided for in Title
Il of the bill.

Among eligible sites, priorities for funding
would be based on the presence and severity
of threats to public health, safety, general wel-
fare, or property from the effects of past min-
ing and the improvement that cleanup work
could make in restoration of degraded water
and other resources. The first priority would be
for sites where effects of past mining pose an
extreme danger. After that, priorities would be
sites where past mining has resulted in ad-
verse effects (but not extreme danger) and
then those where past mining has not led to
equally serious consequences but where
cleanup work would have a beneficial effect.

Further, the bill recognizes that in Colorado
and other states there are often concentra-
tions of abandoned mining sites that vary in
the severity of their threat to the public health
and the environment but that can and should
be dealt with in a comprehensive manner.
Therefore, it provides that sites of varying pri-
ority should be dealt with at the same time
when that is feasible and appropriate.

Title II. Protection for “Good Samaritans”

Second, the threat of long-term liability. To
help encourage the efforts of “good Samari-
tans,” the bill would create a new program
under the Clean Water Act under which quali-
fying individuals and entities could obtain per-
mits to conduct cleanups of abandoned or in-
active hardrock mines. These permits would
give some liability protection to those volun-
teering to clean up these sites, while also re-
quiring the permit holders to meet certain
standards and requirements.

The bill specifies who can secure these per-
mits, what would be required by way of a
cleanup plan, and the extent of liability expo-
sure. Notably, unlike regular Clean Water Act
point-source (“NPDES”) permits, these new
permits would not require meeting specific
standards for specific pollutants and would not
impose liabilities for monitoring or long-term
maintenance and operations. These permits
would terminate upon completion of cleanup, if
a regular Clean Water Act permit is issued for
the same site, or if a permit holder encounters
unforeseen conditions beyond the holder's
control.

| think such protection would encourage
more efforts to resolve problems like those at
the Pennsylvania Mine.

Together, these two programs could help us
begin to address a problem that has frustrated
federal and state agencies throughout the
country and make progress in cleaning up
from an unwelcome legacy of our mining his-
tory. The Pennsylvania Mine and the James-
town area are but two examples—others can
be found throughout the west. And as popu-
lation growth continues near these old mines,
more and more risks to public health and safe-
ty are likely to occur. We simply must begin to
address this issue—not only to improve the
environment, but also to ensure that our water
supplies are safe and usable.
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PAYING TRIBUTE TO RAYMOND
PETERSON

HON. SCOTT McINNIS

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 20, 2002

Mr. McINNIS. Mr. Speaker, | would like to
take this opportunity to pay tribute to the life
and memory of Raymond Harold Peterson
who recently passed away in Grand Junction,
Colorado on February 17, 2002. Raymond,
also known as Ray, will always be remem-
bered as a dedicated contributor to his com-
munity and this nation. His passing is a great
loss for his family and a town that relied on
Ray for his kind heart, knowledge, and friend-
ship.

Raymond was born in lowa in 1920 and
served his country gallantly in World War 1.
As a member of the U.S. Army Fourth Infantry
Division, Raymond served in Germany during
the latter part of the war. His actions and
wounds were recognized several times
throughout the course of the war, notably with
the Bronze Star Medal for Valor and the Pur-
ple Heart Medal for wounds sustained in com-
bat. Following his service to his country in the
war, Raymond married his sweetheart Kath-
leen in November of 1945, eventually settling
in Colorado. There he worked for the General
Services Administration at the Denver Federal
Center until his retirement in 1967.

Raymond remained involved in his commu-
nity throughout his life and was often found
immersed in his true passion, nature. He is
survived by his loving wife Kathleen, daugh-
ters Judith and Connie, and several grand-
children and great-grandchildren. | know the
passing of a love one is difficult, but | hope his
family finds comfort in knowing that Ray-
mond’s kindness and generosity will live on
through his family and friends.

Mr. Speaker, Raymond Peterson will be
greatly missed by the many whose lives he
has touched in the community, and this nation.
As a veteran, Raymond fought to uphold the
values that we as Americans cherish dearly
today and throughout his career he worked for
his fellow citizens. | am grateful to Raymond
and the many others of his generation who
gave of themselves selflessly so that we may
enjoy the freedom of democracy today. It is
with a solemn heart that we say goodbye and
pay our respects to a patriarch of the Peterson
family and the Grand Junction community.

———

IN RECOGNITION OF THE GIRL
SCOUTS OF AMERICA

HON. TODD RUSSELL PLATTS

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 20, 2002

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
recognition of the Girl Scouts of America. The
Girl Scouts turn 90 years old this year, and
have a long and progressive history in our
country.

The Girl Scouts were started in 1912 by Ju-
liette Gordon Lowe. Her belief that all girls
should experience physical, mental and spir-
itual growth through community involvement
soon grew from a 18 member organization in
1912, to a 70 thousand member organization
in 1920.
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Over the past 90 years, the Girl Scouts
have: sold war bonds during World War One;
led community relief efforts during the Great
Depression; helped tackle illiteracy with then
First Lady, Barbara Bush; and most recently,
Girl Scouts donated a personal gift of one dol-
lar each to help support the children of Af-
ghanistan—no small amount with a member-
ship of nearly 4 million girls.

Within the Senior Girl Scouts division, young
women are challenged to serve their commu-
nity through Gold Award projects. Scouts
strive for two years to earn a series of re-
quired badges, pins and patches. A scout
must then plan and execute a year-long Gold
Award project under the guidance of a cer-
tified volunteer. The Gold Award is the Girl
Scouts highest award, with less than 4,000
scouts receiving the award each year,

Mr. Speaker, | encourage my colleagues to
support their local Girl Scout chapter and par-
ticipate in at least one Gold Award ceremony
in the next year in order to fully appreciate the
hard work and enormous effort each Girl
Scout must exert to achieve her goal.

————

CENTRAL AMERICAN SECURITY
ACT (CASA)

HON. TOM DAVIS

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 20, 2002

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today to introduce the Central American
Security Act (CASA). This legislation has
strong bi-partisan support, and would give Sal-
vadorans, Guatemalans and Hondurans the
same opportunity to adjust their immigration
status that Congress extended to Nicaraguans
and Cubans in 1997.

In 1997, Congress passed the Nicaraguan
and Central American Relief Act (NACARA)
which offered drastically different immigration
relief for Nicaraguans and Cubans than it did
for Salvadorans and Guatemalans, despite
similar political situations in El Salvador, Gua-
temala,’and Honduras. Immigrants arriving
here from these countries were all fleeing
similar circumstances. As a result of this dis-
parity in treatment, there are many undocu-
mented Central Americans in the United
States today who are hard-working, taxpaying,
long-term residents with no way to regularize
their immigration status. Our bill would resolve
the contradiction.

While there are strong equity and fairness
arguments to provide “parity” to Salvadorans,
Guatemalans and Hondurans, we are equally
interested in the key U.S. foreign policy and
national security interests in Central America
that are served by the proposal.

After suffering through a string of brutal civil
wars, these countries now have moderate,
democratically-elected governments. They
have made great progress in respecting
human rights and the rule of law. These are
pro-American, multi-party democracies where
political violence has been largely eliminated.
Yet, these emerging democracies remain frag-
ile, ravaged by natural disasters and beset by
economic hardship. We must do what we can
to help and nurture them.

Hard-working Salvadorans, Guatemalans
and Hondurans in the United States send bil-
lions of dollars home to their families every
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year. These funds strengthen democratic insti-
tutions and provide for basic human needs.
They amount to significantly more than we
could ever hope to provide in foreign aid. Cut-
ting off these remittances would renew eco-
nomic and political instability in the region, un-
dermine efforts to combat terrorism and drug
trafficking, and generate massive new migra-
tion to the United States.

According to the INS, as many as 8 million
undocumented immigrants live in the U.S.
today. This is a situation profoundly affecting
our national security, and we should make
every effort to change it for the better. While
we do not have the resources to find and
identify all of the undocumented aliens in our
country, we must give them some incentive to
come forward and identify themselves. CASA
would provide that incentive to bring some of
these aliens out of the shadows and encour-
age them to register with the federal govern-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, it is in our best interest to en-
hance domestic security efforts and to ensure
the economic and political stability of Central
America. Therefore, | urge all of my col-
leagues to support this fair and equitable leg-
islation.

———

SOCIAL SECURITY PRIVATIZATION
HON. BOBBY L. RUSH

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 20, 2002

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, there has been a
considerable amount of debate on how to re-
form our Social Security System and make it
solvent. There is no question that we need to
reform Social Security. The Social Security
Trustees estimate cash flow deficits in the sys-
tem starting in 2016 with a bankruptcy date of
2038. It is also estimated that the system will
only be able to pay 73 percent of promised
benefits. There are many reasons contributing
to this depletion, such as increase life
expectancies and lagging birth rates. How-
ever, the crux of the issue is how we reform
Social Security without raising payroll taxes,
cutting benefits or allowing the government to
invest in stock markets.

In May 2001, President Bush established a
16-Member Commission on Social Security to
make recommendations on how to reform So-
cial Security. As you know, the Commission
issued a final report last December that pro-
posed three alternative models for Social Se-
curity reform that focuses on personal ac-
counts as a central component.

In two of the proposed alternative models,
the Commission claims that low income work-
ers and Minorities will fare better if they invest
part of their Social Security taxes in stocks
and bonds. The rationale is that Minority
groups such as African-Americans are heavily
dependent on Social Security benefits during
retirement and often have little or no pension
savings or other sources of income. Specifi-
cally the two alternative models call for the fol-
lowing:

Alternative Model 2: Workers can voluntarily
redirect 4 percent of their payroll taxes up to
$1000 annually to a personal account (the
maximum contribution is indexed annually to
wage growth). No additional contribution from
the worker would be required.
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Alternative Model 3: Personal Accounts are
created by a match of part of the payroll tax—
2.5 percent up to $1000 annually (indexed an-
nually for wage growth)—for any worker who
contributes an additional 1 percent of wages
subject to Social Security payroll taxes.

It is unfortunate that the Commission failed
to realize that you cannot help low income
workers and Minorities based on a plan that
cuts benefits up to 46 percent. These pro-
posals would subject everyone to this benefit
cut, not just workers who choose to have an
individual account. Finally, Social Security pri-
vatization would expose individual workers
and their families to much greater financial
risk. Under privatization, Social Security bene-
fits would no longer be determined primarily
by a worker’'s earnings and the payroll tax
contributions he or she made over their ca-
reer. Rather, benefit levels would be deter-
mined by the volatile stock market.

While it is true that Social Security faces a
long-term challenge, diverting revenue from
Social Security into private accounts will seri-
ously undermine our commitment to the retire-
ment security of American seniors.

—

PAYING TRIBUTE TO CORPORAL
CHRISTOPHER CHANDLER

HON. SCOTT McINNIS

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 20, 2002

Mr. McINNIS. Mr. Speaker, | would like to
take this opportunity to welcome home an out-
standing Marine and true American hero. Ma-
rine Cpl. Christopher Chandler recently re-
turned home from protecting and fighting for
our country in Afghanistan. As a young ma-
rine, Christopher traveled far from American
soil to ensure that the attacks of September
11th on this country would not go unan-
swered. He has recently returned home to
Colorado and | would like tell his story before
this body of Congress and this nation.

Corporal Christopher Chandler is a member
of the 1st Light Armored Reconnaissance Bat-
talion, 1st Marine Division of the 15th Marine
Expeditionary unit. He was stationed at the
Kandahar International Airport in Afghanistan
to ensure peace reigned in the region. While
on patrol on December 16th, he was injured in
an enemy blast, resulting in the loss of his left
foot and injury to his hand. Following initial
treatment, he was moved to Walter Reed
Army Medical Center where he recently fin-
ished the initial healing process and began re-
habilitation. For wounds sustained in combat,
Christopher Chandler was awarded the Purple
Heart medal.

As his rehabilitation continues, Christopher
thrives on the tenacity he demonstrated in his
endeavor to become a United States Marine.
He has refused to let his injury harm his spirit
and has recovered remarkably strong. Believe
it or not, Christopher now desires to return to
active service. He is a remarkable young man,
and if he continues to prod ahead through his
life with the diligence and commitment to suc-
cess he has achieved thus far, there is no limit
to his future potential.

Mr. Speaker, | am truly honored today to
recognize Corporal Christopher Chandler be-
fore this body of Congress and this nation. His
selfless sacrifice to his country serves as a
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